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THE DUTCH AFSCHEIDING OF 1834:
’ - AN ANALYSIS QF A COUNTER~MOVEMENT : - S
) OF THE CALVINIST KLEINE LUYDEN .- -

p « A

.- - ‘ 'I‘he labouring poor of the Netherlands 1n the ea.rly rﬁneteenth '
\

-y

century have been stud:.ed, particularly those who. still adhered to
orthodox Calvinism. It was found that thelr support wof two orthodox

'mm:i.sters who seceded from the State Churoh in 1834 was not just an “\ L

! .~

-

express:.on of e1r religious convictions. Tra,dltn.onallsm, anfl re-

a.ction against deplorable social conditions ‘ag” well as against the
hostile posture adopted by the' authorities, were not inconsiderable

contributing elements.,
I ,

- In the days of the Dutch Republic ordinary folk 'had begun to

i

react against the formalism and the liberalism which had permeated
- the efficial Church. Small groups of pious folk formed‘ conventlcles

“Meme -

and gradually drlfted away from a close aseoclatlon with the Reformed

v denomination of whieh they remained full members., Whe;n in the ea;ly
nineteenth -century the State assumed'control of the Church and tried

> to limit and discourage the ‘unauthorized religious practices, the

orthodox kleine luyden felt threatened. ‘Their deteriorat;img social
conditions heighténed the value they placed on the:!r informal niee’o—
ings which had ecome a trad:.t:.on, an mtegral part of their life- .

° ’ gtyle. When two 1solated congregatlons followed theif mlmsters out -

. -~ of the (}hufch, small groups of kle'ine luyden throughout the conntypy- N
Joifed the secessionists. ° R o C
) - X & ‘ .‘
' : ‘e ~
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° : _- Dur:mg the first half, of the nineteenth century two movements -,

N occurred in the Nether}ands whifh have been characterfzed as counter-

Fs

[ . . -

I . movements (kontrabewegingen).l' The first, known in Dutch hlstory as

. Het Réveil (the Awakening), had its origin in 1823, W‘%Ethe publication

of Tsask da Costa's poiemic Bezwaren tegen dt& Gegst der euw (Ob‘pctions

‘to the Spirit of the Age) Da Costa's little bbok has been called®

"{ x .a.n actusation agamst MSu\day, aga:Lnst the consequences of the Frengh \

Revolution, against the ov{rweemng conceit of the people."z' It Prought

about E veritable avalanche of a.ngry reaction, Sspecially from iiberal

oircles within -the Sta{.:e‘ Church, a reaction which caused da Costa's .
iearned tutor, the c%r;troveé'sial ‘poet Willem Bilderdyk, -to spring to the B
. defense oi‘ his much loved pupll. Bilder(hrk', da Cos‘ta, and 'inde.eo all of ’
the proponents of the Awaken:.ng were bitterly resen‘ted and opposed by :

‘the Reformed (Hervormd) h:LeraI‘chy.3 ' Yet few of the Réveil men/joined «

é .
the dissident group of the 1830's in its formal a:n‘d pe .geparation, ‘

\lcnowfz as@ Afscheiding, from the established Church, This reluttances

to break away is to be explained in part at least .in terms of the tradi~ .

tional loyalty of the upper classes to what they considered- to be their -

+ Church.~ Het Réveil, then, was a counter-movement spawned from \a{l‘thln

the privileged cla_sées ¥nown in Holland as de gegoede gtand.* . .

~

* See' glossary . : ' .

- . L

’

oL D, Th, ‘Kuiper, De Voormannen '(Kampen: J.H. Kok B.V., 1972),
p. 57.. N .
° M. Elizabeth Kluit, Het Protestantse Réveil :i.n Nederland en
dasrbuiten, 1815-1865 (msterdsm: H.J. Paris N.V., 1970), b.-15.- .4 o
-

» 3 L.H.. Wagenaar, Het "Réveil" en de "Afschelgg" (Heerenveen.'
J. Hephema, 1880), p. 53.

-




‘ £ ; :
The second movement, called de AfscHeiding (the Separation),
+ . - . . »* ) -
‘was triggered in 1834, when a Reformed congregation isswed a declara—s
X S :

tion of "restoration or secesgion” after its minister had been Euqunded \///

frem his pastoral ies by the governing General &ynod of the!Church.
~ That g separation \{rom ti" state Church came abolt was not remarkable.
' The polarization caused by the Awakenin'é had become such that, given the

inflexible position of tne General Synod .\a.nd the government, a break had
.\ , - N ‘
to come sooner or later, What is remafrkable, however, is’ that thé separ—

s

a’c.lon %nally occurred not in the congregatlons mthm which the main
-flgures of the Awakenlng were active, in the sophlstlcated and more afm—
ent city churches, but rather in congregations in the horder provinces, ! ~.
“in the outlying districts of Groningen, Friesland, i)rente, (}ve‘ryse‘_f:3
Gelderland,“Brébant, and. Zeeiand;l*"\:.Wheréas the gf,lg_n_._]: -was primarily
a in&r:émerxt o-f the Ref&me;i\eiit;, the Afscheiding was.: supported almost

\-

,exclusive‘ly by common folk, the kleine luyden¥* of the small towns and

villages in the countr/yside: It elicited an uncommonly harsh response )

fromynthe governing ®fficials, both of Churqh'~and, State, :m spité of the-

- vaunted tblerl'a:tion proclaimed by the new l:fberalism. Yet ‘despite harrags-
. - § N B

ment and persecution the movement persisted, resulting uitimately in

’ it Y ) » i
govermnment recognitiar of a new Protestant denomination in the Netherlapds,

-

. known initially as the Chmstelyk Gerefd;cmeerde Kerken (Chrlstlan Reformed

Churehes) i Lom st

. - . A

%, See glossary ) : ' . ' .

.y

- ‘ o ‘
’ ‘ oL Algra, He% Wonder van de 19¢ Eeuy (Fra.neker. T, Wever, 1966),

P. 200, map. .




- Latouret‘t“e,ﬁs of ‘bhe oplnlon 'bhat the A:t‘schex} : _came "out
r - t
. * of the extreme wlng of the arwa.k;em.ng J.n the Reformed Church gnd as a

Y ’ . reaction ag'b.lnst llberallsm.“ 12 ‘I‘hls assertion may be adcurate 1n-

o h y-\, o .
| ' sofar as it comments on the theological basis of the secessionist move- .

-ment. I‘t fails, however, to take into acgount the various sociological

K

- o . 'fac@s/underlylng this event., What rale, fo?- mstance, did tradltlo -

a ‘ . alism play in brlnglng malnly common people to s‘upport g0 radical a. o

. é” stép’ a: secgssiorf? To what extent dJ'_.‘d the deplorablel,social conditions .
of the kleine lllyden compel ‘them/ £o support the .héxidful" of .coim ¥y min-

" isters in their herculean struggle (agan,nst bo%:h Cﬁurch and State" And/,

‘ who, flnally, were these people, these k_lelne luyden,, whose tenaclty C.

ultimately led the govermment to accept the Secession as an irrevocable. .
N U . E 3 . . ,
fact? This thesis is an attempt to find some tentative answers to these

3

-

questions. . " . - 0

A - . As for sources, it has been no easy matter to locate sufficient \J .

¢

material on Duteh social .history in Nortﬁ America, < Portunately, the
.t -, & 3 . ° N -

Célvin 'I‘heologic’al Library in Grand Rapids, Michigan,’ contai;).s a con-

. qidefable number of'original‘ documents on both the Réveil and the
. . i ~

N ' Afscheiding. Especially the four-volume Archiefstukken Betreffende de

Afscheiding van 1834, edited by F.L. Bos and consisting of le‘btér,s, '

.. '

. ‘ ?ﬁ.‘icial reports and court records, proved to coptaiﬁ invaluable soutces.

r «

o . ew of"the other wérks, however, qon'bairfed any direct information about
. > » .

- - f}

N . . -
4 . 5. Kenneth Scott Latourette, The Nineteenth Century in apope:
The Pr@;ﬁestant and Eastern Churches (Grand Ra.plds. Zonderva.n Pub%hl'ng
Hmlse 1959y— P. 240. T - -
‘ ° — L - ., - . N . o




. : ™ . . - . -
DPEI

D SR the kleine luydeh, ar about the soc:iplogiﬁcal factors underl_ying the - - ,

. - o v " . . [ ‘!" L X
g . s Afscheiding. Indeed, almos} all theprimary, sources. dedlt with the . ~ = - 4
. . f"\ ' . ) t
- ~ theological aspect of.the dispute while most’ secondary stifies concén~ _Yo
. . 3 A . - '
trated oh the actions and attitudes of the, principal figures involved. - - ‘
] Some popular histories of the.conflict, especiall}'rd_:hose of Rullmanne
k. | N . : c
‘_ na . and Algra, hdd to be largely ignored due to tiHe regrettéible absence of -
references to sources, Much useful information, howeve’f',uwa’s obtaingd

A

.',‘ v

-
a
» ’ -

' from th_e worl:s of I.J. Brugmans, still pérhaps t‘l}le foremost auf:hority <

on the Dutéh labouring classes, Informatibn about historical develop-. -

ments prior to 1815 was gleaned from a variety of general and church \
— RS & . > S

histories. A1l translations fagm Dutch sources are my own. , . G . ﬂ \

A rather obvious gap in the _historiograph‘y of the Netherlands

is the absence of a definitive study of het volk* in -the nineteenth
C ——— »

centt}ry. This the.sié c.onStimtes: m\rery tentative step towards the

) TR 1 N . -

g filling of Yhat void, - ‘ 4 :
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S Elton of t(Low Countries in t

g Dutch society waa\then‘laaigéix a pastoral one in vghich the tempo of

, mystical, humanistic,

The preparation of the kleine lnyden

f&’ the Afsche‘i@' g ot )
the :15%3()'3 is rootgd in Dytch history. In fact, as early ast the six<" ,

+teénth century the traditions which visffe to influence the lives of -
1

Lo ¢

]
=

v

countless generations of labouring poor were already being established, J
L Lo

™~

N hir Y - -~ [
life was slow and the overall disposition of the people was calm., With

rd

the exception 6f the /emerging tradi;lg' centerg aiong the'coastline clf
Hplland, the bow Countries were a natural spawning ‘ground for such a ‘
quietly devou'b(‘ religious order as the Brethren of the Common Life, wﬁose; /
embers ca.ynly a.nd quietly performed their varlous activ:.tles “ifi towns

a}ni v111ag!es along the Ysel River in the eastern part of +the coun .

er--

The humanism of ‘Erasmis had fouhd fertile groand throughout the N

« N : "
lands, but especially in the province of Holland where life was qu

. o {
ening as the profits oX a flourishing maritime’ trade were beginning to ' .

% Q
The religioud attitudes of the day have been characterized as

0y

While Calvinism spread rapidly o

flow in.

d prac%ical.l‘

»

throughout the pegion t*was from the Peginning more readily adopted by
A ..

the quiet, pioué‘, com\;\'x of tﬁe tfy than by the hardnosed, . v
B

pragmatn.c mercha.nt—caprta:.ns o}' the lland towns. Calvinism, writes

sixteenth century, "was strongest

among the brol’etariat of the Walloon toﬁns in the south and among the

9 s
- . - Cos

1+ H. Berkhof, Geschiedenis Der Kerk (Nykerk: G.F. Caldmbach . .. ..
N V., 1947), po 2.11. ' & . ) . 1
. 5 N - - . ’
. ‘ : .
34 ) ‘ ' ’ #
2 N o o
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VT ‘ baciard ﬁeasantry of the northeast."z' ~The war with Spain (1568-_

.

) 1648) €orced many of the southem Calvmsts northward, ‘where most of
them settled\i:n the rural commtn.es of Zeelahd Brabant and Gelder- s
"iband. It is more tha.n merely "coincidental that‘the Afscheiding of the

@
o - . =
skleine luyden, some 250 years later, occurred precisely in these aregg:

>, . .
T . ) the xiortheast, center, a.rr&*g‘qgigl::est. ) )
‘ ' ‘ ¥he advent of Calvixié:sm, 'coinc};:ling with and contributing to  ° h
. the rising tide of revolt against Spain, was not lookefi uport by all as
(S
/ ‘ an wndivided blessin"g. The Erasmian liberals resented and resisted th?. '

" . strict dogmas and theocratic pretensions of the numaﬁbally mlgM
o Calvinists.B' Their opposition was formidable indeed, for they were the

N Iy
merchant oligarchy of the Holland cities; they held the purse-strings, .

.

.+ they were the civil magistrates known to the Dutch as regenten (regents).
s

L
. During the Twelve-—Years Truce (1609-1621) this classic conflict
between Church and ’State came 1.:9 a head when, in a striking precedent
e for -the Afscheiding of 1834, the\civil authgrities intérfered in Cluarch

affairs by forcing the appointment of sevefal liberal (Arminian) minis- ..

A , tersq to Reformed congregations, The respo was dramai{ic: Riots

elves dolerend* and ™

occurred, Several congregations declared th

- seceded from the official Church. This th authorn.ties\uaaa.d not toler-

ate, They hired drmed guards (waardgelders) to-preserve -the peace and

. A} . 4+
* Dolerend, from the Latin doleo, means grieving or mourning.’

y

-

‘ L
2+ G.R. Eltor, Reformation Europe, 1517-1559. The Fontana
Hiptory.of, Rurope, gen, ed, J H. Plumb London and Glasgow- Collins,

1963), p. 234, ;
3+ Johan Goudsblom, Dutch Society (Ney* .rk: Random House,
,1967), pe 17,

o

-
£




. 3
to force dissidents back: into line. In dpihg so, however, they gave

-,

their political opponent, Stadholder Prince Maurice of Ora.nge”‘,‘g sufficient
i+

reason for asserting his authority over them. " As Captain-General of the

armed forces he fired the armed guards, drrested the Grand Pensionary of
Holland and publicly sided with the orthodox cl\érgy. His actions earned
him the support and devotion ofrthe orthégox Calvinists. They also gagye

-~
} rise to two opposing views of Dutch history. ‘

t . a ' S

» , Between the year ].!618, when Maurice defeated his opponents, and

our own century ‘the Duteh have consistently been exposed either to an

) | Orangist or a Statn.st* nvth, depending on their social background. The -
a B -

kleine luyden of the Afacheldlng were undoubtedly thoroughly imbued with

P -
ik i

* the Orangist myth. It certamly influenced their attitude towards the [

ing elite of thelr day. Professor Geyl, “the dlstlngulsl;ed Duteh his-
tordan, explained the two legends as-followss ,
(’,ﬂ/‘/\’ Each party cultivated a view of the past in which the great men
of the rival party cut sorry figures: the Stadholders were mal-
° treated in the history of the Statists; and so were the great
V- Grand Pensionaries, the States of Holland, Amsterdam, in.the ,
- & - " history of the Orangists, Each side used these self-constructed
bogies in order to cast ignominy on its contemporaries of the
. other persuasion., In these impassioned controversies cool hise— =
torical criticism did occasionally make itself heard, but this~- :
not exclu”ve Y, yet mainly and more effect:.vely——on the side of
the Statists. e .
* The Dutch term Staten, meaning States, referred to the form of gevern-
ment then current in the territory Slnce early times the Dutch coastal
towns had been granted extensive rights, ahd privileges in their charters,
making them virtually autonomous. Representatives of these indepandent _ <
city states made up the pro c::.ad. ents, hence.the name staten
as in de Staten van Holland (the Holl States), Statists were almost
exclusively members of the upp classes. who feared a powerful stadholder
as he might reduce their righy{s or even unify the country. Besides, stad-
}’wldere were very expensive co dities. ’

-

) 5. Peter Geyl, "Historical Appreciations of the ‘Holland Regent k
Régime", Chapter|VII, pp. 148~172 in his History of the Low Countries: -

Episodes and Prghlems (London: Macmillan and Co. Ltd., l§35), pp. 149-50.

. P
p L}




. . ’
o
. '
- 8 4 :
& A4 n
.
<r -

The dra.ngist %egenzl, based largely on religious, that is Calvinist,.

segtiment, became the perspective from which most Dutchmen and ‘especially

! ’

the Calvinists.viewtd their own society and history. It found its strong-
o . ~ » . ‘.4
est expression in the early nineteenth cenbury in the virulent writings , o

~

. . of Willem Bilderd&kp whose twelve volume Geschiedenis des Vaderlands
. o 7
(H:Lstory of the Fatherland) Geyl cha:nacterlzes as one protracted

Oranglst pamphlet, 2. . «

-~

Of the individuals or groups of individuals” who influenced the

attitudes of the common folk, the Calvinist élergy unquestionably were

Il

\ the most significant. Al‘f;hough thefe was at all times a sizable min-
d ority of Romaq Catholics in the tolerant Republie, ths\n';r clergymen were
never orga.r'xized or militant, It certainly béh;)oved them pever 'to rock
-7 #any boats in a country where tHeir faith was not even OfflCl@lly allowed '
“ to exist, ‘I‘he Ca1v1nlst clergy, on the other hand 'had worked hard to |
mould the Dutch intp a Protestant nation. They had met with sorzie signal ’ = B

. ) - e : )
fajlures,” They failed, for instance, to gain political control, and the
' H

regents managed to keep them out of the town councils' and the provinci&'l.

. States. Yet they nad beenr suceessful in establishing membershlp in the

! Reformed State Church as a prerequisite for appointment to afxy public

- ~:' office. Purthermore, they had also gained control of the schools, guch
) as ﬁhey were, and their weekly catechism lessons for the &ouné ené.bled
* them to keep their ehurch members relatively (sa.fe from heretical ideas.

f . 'l‘he Orangist attltude of the orthodox ministers proved as con—

\ ' P
. . f .

R

' r

5 bid., p. 150.

~




9 g
tageous as it was simplistic. The é?mplicated facts of Dutch history
. _— \ - . o

*they’ riduced to a| formla of’_child—like.aimplicity. God, Orange, and .
) I het volk* ééna&xJ:ted a divinely ordained (theocratic) unity against*

which only arrog¢ant &nd godless regents dared to’}militate. It was. an

antithesis ir simple charges could understand, and they did. The

thodox f'little folk" were, often .more Orange than ,the princés
; their perception of the concept Orange of};en surpassed that

of the ingreasingly mediocre men who bore the title, Nor was the
- ']

antipathy the mlnlsters ha.rboured toward the ollgarchs lost on the
. ! i@
Qme %uxdeno Although they were imbued with a reverence border:Lng

7

- )
. ' on awe for the aanzienlyken (upper classes), they were appalled by the
et . . ' BN ~
frivolous libertinism of the rich, . It is’also important to note that
. - ot - o N
the Reformed clergy came almost exclitsively from the ranks of the

! kleipe lggden,6° and found it difficult to understa.nd the pragma.tic' i

3

busmess mental:.ty of the astute mercha.nts and bankers, Ma.x Weber'se

argument for a functional relatlonsh:l.p between capitalism and the Pro-

testant ethic they would have greeted with gz;brts of indignation.
- ‘ (Y , . .
K Rather, they would have explained.the driving ambition of: the Dutch

yd ' patriciate in terms of pagan worship and the service of Mammon,

' o Another formative element in the condl'blon:m,g of the kleite

%

luyden was the absence of effective conmmlcatlon. The road—system‘

. was poor, and even in the first half of the .nineteenth century fbhe

""j - % See glossary . . .
. ! ] . '

il [} ) ®

U 6. C. R, Boxer, The Dutch Seaborn Empire, 1600—1800 ih "The
History of Humahn Soclety" series, J. H. Plumb, gen. ed., (London:
Hutchison, 1965), pp. 118, 121, . 1 .

5
. . - @ . t
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‘groups rather than ‘of individuals,

10

most efficient means of transpoftation in the Netherlands was the horse-

drawn barge (trekschuit) "I'he congregations ocutside thé populated cen-
S o -
ters tended therefore to be 1solated Their world was limited to what

o 7

lay within the village or county boundaries. Weeks and even months
might pass ﬁtﬁout' a.ny word from the outside world penetrating the empty
silences in which these small cqninmities were shrouded, It seems inev-
itable 'thgt a form of ::Lndi\f':'.’dué.lism WO'(:lld develop, an individialism of‘

\
7 Each town, each v111age gach t:my

“hamlet thus ‘developed a personality of its own. In the same manner the

congregations in the outlying provinces developed an elemqq:b of collective’
character, of group indi\vidualism. Within these’ groups the ministers were

cardinal figures. The congregations afford:ed them deference, often ex-
’ . " i A€

treme deference, Thf minister was seen 'as uniquely the ser\{ant of God

and in this office he condueted the church services; he visited the sick

and widows; he comferted those who mourned and@extended aid to the desti-

tute, Finally, having mastered the mysteries of feading:a.nd wrltmg, he
was looked up f’? as a Jearned man, It is dﬁy natural, therefore, that
most xpinisteps ‘commanded respect and that pheir voices Qarried mich

weigh;d in the deliberations of the consistories——the councils c%f elders

an\)dr(sémetirﬁes)\deacons which governed each congregation,* Their theo-

* From its earliest days the Duteh Reformed Church had adopted the pres-—
byterian form of church organization, whereby local congregations were
recognized as being practically autonomous entities; the higher assemblies
toncerned themselves pr:una.rlly with matters of doctrine and with subjects
of common interest. Given this degree- of local autonomy the rale of the
consistory takes on added significance while that of the mlmster clearly

becomes eentral.
A ‘_.A .

a

7. Christopher Bagley, The Dutch-Plural Society: a comparative
study in race relatlons (London: Oxford University Press, 19735, P. 2
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venkicle~-forming on the othe/f'f\ It i)S-'thiS' latﬁer'phenomenon that

Cano-ns of 'Dort., These Waree credal fofms‘beca.me the guiddlines upon

‘worship without formal sanction from the established Church, The English

Y

a' N ’ . .
logical leanings as well as®their political preferences and soecial
prejudices at this time usually wentffg to determine the nature and

character of a congregation. The Reformed Chﬁrqh vas very much a

ministers' church. This Had profound consequénces. -

» Y

"The doctrinal basis of the Church had been formalized by the.
Synod of Dort (1618-19). Called the Three Forms of Unity,.it con-

gsisted of the Belgic Confession, the Heidelberg‘ Catechism and the

]

o

which’ generations of ministers based their teachings and f¥om which
countless believers:received their instruction. Yet they did not
ensure unity, for the struggle against heresy-and doctrinal impurities

had been too long, the sacrifices mader had left £00 enduring memories

1

for the clergy to relax, They proceeded the stress the ereeds to the ,

L3
<

point -where they became more«important than S"cripture.. Purity of

doctrine became an end in itself.8° The sterlle a.nd unimaginative ‘
-

church services tha't issued from this 1earned legallsm caused many to

turn away, from the Church, It also paved the way for yet more theo~

logical disputes among clergy on the one hand and for a boom 'g_n con-

bears directly on the Afscheiding and must be examined more fully.*

* The term conventicle refers to an assembly held for the purpose of

«dissenters met in such assemblies in the movement kifown ag_pietism in the
seventeenth ¢entury. In fact, it was the practical devotion of the English
Calvinists, their emph&sms on the Christian life rather than on doctrine,*
that formed the heart of the-reaction to the legalism then.current in the
Dutch Church.,’ The rise of conventicles. is therefore closely connected with
the spread of pietism in the -Low Countries. Yet although much of the initial
impetus to conventicle-forming came from beyond the narrow confines of the
_United Provinces--from ﬁhqgland, Switzerland, and Germany--two practices
existed in the Netherlands which, especially in the eighteenth century,
became confu d .and, in fact, merged, thereby establlshmg a tradition
which was to bekome a principal cause for the Afscheldmg of 1834. ’

8. Berkhof, ’Ges’chiedenis, p. 227.

y o » -
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As early as 1571 it was decided at a Synod held ip Emden* that
certain people with special qualities should be prepared for the minis-

try by allowing them to practice (oefenen) preaching before a small
o,

circle of officers from the Church. These sessions- became known as
\

\
Qefeningen (literally: practices) which were formal occasions in which

all of the official forms of the regular Sunday\worship were observed;lo'

This practice was_cgorffirmed by the other symods, inciuding the. celebrated
. 11. '

Synod. of Dort. It would seem that the fledgeling Church needed minis-
A ! M .
ters and was prepared to accept capable individuals who did not have the

benefit of formal theological schooling. Moreover, Article 61 of the
o~ v

. wpext? Chwrch Order specified that doctrinal instruction was to be provide® in

private homes to small groups of hewly converted adults,lz' What is of

particular interest here is the specific instruction that a qﬁestion—

ana—answer method'éhould be used and that some established membe;é of

the CGhurch should be invited to attend as well, people "whose similar

13. G. Keizer most

condition may encourage candid and open expression."
< .

likély r%;ers to _this typée of meeting whén, without citing any sources,

- A 2

he speaks of an "old .custom":

* Before 1618, several synods were held in various German cities
where large numbers of Dutch Calvinists had settled to escgpe the perse-
cution of the Spanish inquisition. \ ’

&,

8

t

MY

9. F. L. Bos, De Orde Der Keric (s Gravenhage- Uitgevery Guido

de Brds, 1950), p. 84, R
10. J. €. Rullmann, De Afscheldlng in de Neqprlandsch Hervormde
\\ Kerk der XIXe Eeuw (Kampen: J. H. Kok N Ve 1930) . B
L. Bos, Orde, pp. 11-12, 40, 84, q
12s 1big.; p. 228, - -
13. . - : . .
Ibid., p. 225.
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They had at the time "catechizers" or "answerers"™. The preachéer - . :
. gave them certain questions in advance which they were expected '
to answer publicly, although the minister usually checked their
replies first. In this manner the answerers got some practice
(oefe h:mg)llpll ip, public speaking as well as in the handling of
. religious subJects.15

E)

This latter type meetlng was, according to Rullmann—-agaln, without
a ’ reference to sources-—rather informal, almost cozy (gezelllg), and was

referred to, as geéélschag, which/means company’ or society.16' The E
’ ', L ‘;.{“T
. defeningen, therefore, were formal preaching-practice sessions while the T

1

» gezelschappen were cin;‘orma.l teaching assemblies using a question-~and- R

answer method. As, after Dort, the reactlon agazp&t mtellectuallsm /

began 'bo spread, espec:Lally among the less sophlstlcated kleine 1uxden,

© many gezelschapgen turned into conventicles wher}a lay preachers tried

- —

to explain doctrmal igsues in s:.mpl‘e terms but without formal sanet:r.on

" from the Qhurch. Suc_h lay readers became known as oefenaars ,»w@h is

exactly the same term then already in use té describe those uniquely

gifted but unschooled believers who were being groomed_for the mi‘nis,tf'y;
‘Into tﬁis felrtile soil éi*opped the  seeds of \Pietism, a movemer™ which
s mst have had great appeal for the common folk who g6ul re readily
appreciate the close and intimate f‘elationships f ter;ed t};rough per- .
sonal devotions in the sanct_ity of one's home or in a circle of'c}ose

friends than the¢ difficult and official’preaching heard in ¢hurch,’

Id

14. Parenthetical msertlon mine, The term oefening was to cause
much confu31on. N 4 ' '

. - 15. G. Keizer, De Ai‘scheldlng van 1834 (Kampen. J.H, Kok N.V.,
' M 1934)’ p. 53.» 7

f\ Rullmann, Afschelgg loc. cite . -

..
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Gradually, then, conventicles grew in number.' Not only that, but many
. . ! A f v .

. A |
of those attending these unauthorized assemblies stopped going to the

offiéial Church. As Mgra pugs it, they beca:ﬂe small churcheg 'w;i.'thi.ﬁ

. the Church.7* Thus the seeds of the Afscheiding were Sown.
. - ‘ T e
. : [

17. Mgra, Wonder, p. 96, ‘ o

\|
. . - . ’ 1
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~ starvation. ) , . 5

. able for bread grains was ‘eonsequen%ly used for inglmast' rial- crops to . .

: o .
tently poor. Vhen one thinks of Dutch history, scenes from its Golden

- : '
The economic condition of the kleine luydewd been consis~

Age ake apt to come to mind. Tho#% Jbusy harbours afrid bustling tbwns,
stately ladies and earnest looking gentlemen etephalized by Holland's
great painters seem representative of early Dutech society. Historigh -

éraph& has long tended to generalizeé the affluence created by commer- -

.

cial successes, leaving the great bulk of the struggling mas RS un—

accounteg, for, Yet all the glitter of -the past doés not alter th& fact ;)
that between the sixteenth and nineteenth centuries most Dutchmen e

s

involved in agr:.culture a.nd lived in the ¢ountry. The kleme luyden

1

rarely shared in -the proflts reaped' from the burgeoning trade and the
S S i
mottiting capltal investments across the seas. THey often 11ved under

. . I,
the most deplorable conditions, never far removed from destitution and

‘ 2 .
- & 4
¥

- - ”

Dutch agrlculhzre was profoundly 1nfluenced by +the v:.rtual

4

hegemony establlshed by Nethe anders u/ the carrying trade. Already 1n )

the feventeen'bh century, "...vixtually all the grain loaded at Baltic :
ports was shi;@ed %o the United Provinces, sbout four-fifths in Datch
vessels."l' ﬁl spite of a heavy, and profltable, re—expox:t most of that

grain was used for local consumptlon, enabllng or rather foreing many

Dutch farmers to ‘turn to agricultural specializatiog. Much land suit~ -

® ¢ : .
H N

Lo Jacod M Price, "The.Map of Commerce, 1683-1721," 'I'he R:.se ' o
of Ereat Britain and Russia, 1688-1715/2%, ed. J. S. Bromley, Vol, VI, .
Chap, XXILT of The New Cambridge Modern Hls;ogx (Cambridge: The _ .

University Press, 1970); P. 837° T K R
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supply fledgeling industries and to satisfy the growing demands of

the gredat cattle-raising farms. (Those afflueﬁy_regenté ate meat!)

Furthermore, d the rapidly expandiﬁg towns and cities an ever-

growing number of f ers turned to market gardening. In ea}‘lier day's,
) )

" however, Dutch farmers had successfully introduced new methods and tech-

niques, enabling themgo maintein the money econorpy'which had spread from

-

the cities into the countryside.?° Begween 1650 and 1750, consequently,
the markets were eonsistently saturated, causing d,eclini'ng prices and

wages. It must have been a period of excessive wretchedness, espec-
ialiy for the kle':il.'rie 1uyden%:é(‘f the eastern provinces whose vpoverty had
T 9 '
» 3°

made them the tuffoons of . the Amsterdam stagé, It was toward the end
e

oy ! » i ,
of this period that a widespreall rural industry came into being., ° When

around 1750 Europe's population started to rise -while ?,1: roughly the same

time the Dutch grain ca;'rying trade went into eclipse, those “ho had been
13 RN T \
“able to keep their farms profited handSomely from increased demands. For

.

the vast number of 00f'§ars and farm labourers, howéver, the concomittant

rise,in prices was an unmitigated disaster ‘zas their money wages remained:
~ -
wages declined. This unfortunate develop-
Y

ce for the Afscheidifig as (we are told) ™in

constant.and thus their rea
ment had particular relev

the rurail. parts of ‘the‘Ne herlands money wages remained constant from

2. Johan Muizenga, in his essay "The Spirit of the Netherlands,"
has described the 5horoughly bourgeois character of tHe Dutch.w Dutch
. Civilization in the Seventeenth Century (London: Collins, 1968), pp.
105-137. a .

. Lant )
, 3. Bernard H. M, Vlekke, Evolution of the Dutch Natiqn (New
.York: Roy Publishers, 1945), p. 207.

k. B, H, Slicher van Ba.til, The Agrarian History of Western ?
Europe, A.D. 500-1850 (London: Edward Arnold, 1963); p. 218. :

A
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1697 to the middle of the nineteenth century.
‘ -
grinding poverty remained a constant factor, tog.

N R Y - ~

":5 - & .

In cons e‘quen'ce s

Other developments further compiicated the already perilous -

situation of the labouring clasées: The Low Countries were chronically
. L

land poor. Increased demands simply could not be accompanied by a

- 3

correspon@ing increase :ug. prgguction, The suditen growth in population
inevi;blged to a sqrp}ﬁs of labogr. In England such a surplus gave
a significant stimulus o industrialization, but in the Netherlands this'
wé.s ‘vnot the case. '.I‘he\init‘;'.ally succegsiﬁl cloth and 'textiilé indﬁstries,‘

which had once provided employment for many a failing farmer, was being

fShdered superflucus and unprofitable by Britiéh successes in these

,\/ .

e
fields, In addition, Holland's .old maritime ascendancyg already W

»

« in +the la.te elghteenth century, was dealt a crlppln_ng blow by the French

occupation during the revoilutlonary berlod. Such industry - as ‘bhare was
L} N " \
depended heavily on imported goods. When esgssential ’mater:gals were no.

longer available d when the British occupied Dutch overseas possess-
, . C 4

-
>

ions, the fate of industry in th¥,Netherlands was doomed. Surplus .

» - - ’ .
labonr-had 1litt¥e els& xfo do than emigrate* or throw itself on the mercy

of the state, . @ . N .

P .. Rl
Charit} Had long been institutionalized in the Ne%herlands.

v\ Civie, magistratés as.well as religious grbups had establishedsa tradition

-

* Countless Dutchmen emlgra'bed to Bra.ndenburg, Holstein, France
(nea.r La.Rochelle) and even England, where they drained the Norfolk fens. ;

‘ o

- '
- [

°* Ibid., p. 225. . -+ v - R
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'\-ié.support for the deé‘brthte that was little short of rema.rkable., In

<

Mar&h, 1799, @or 1nsta.nc}e ‘out- of the 215,000 1nhab¢tants of Amsterdam .
F 4

some 80 OOO were on the 3ole whlch prov1ded 't:hem not just with money,

but often} also with soup, bread and fuel. By 1809, a staggering
Ty .
6.

) 110,000 charity,cases w&re being looked after. Much later, after it

h@d;become painfully evident:that the high hopes eccomp\inying fhé Restor- .

w» ation had been false and groundless, the Du.tch blithely continued to

. support the poor rather than create ppportunltles for them to help ‘them-

]

-

Eeuw ('s Gravenhage- Martinus Nyhoff, '1928), D. 194

selves., Orpha.na.ges, homes for the aged, public k.ltchens, alms, and

"gift/s of all kinds were liberally provided, . Even wages were subsidized

~

. ‘ . > . .
when considered too low, It led I.J. Brugmans to/re,_ma.rk that there was
rather too mich than too little -interest in the poor.7' When in- 1854

the system culminated in- the passage of a Poor Law a certain Vissexiing

-~

.is said to have noted that Paﬁperism had become a booming businees in

8 . . : »

" Holland. ) - ‘ -

o]

1 <

As "late as the 1850's the Dutch were st:.ll a largely pre-—mo&ern,

p:g*e—ihdustrlal society. To strive fo_r :anreased profit margins was

Zonside‘rec?'a :t‘oreigh inindvation by éw;;:; 1egdir£gbusinessxﬁe@ :‘_A good
example of this persistent 'brad:itionaliem was Willem de 01/91’5;;;, a-pros-
perous 'owner of a faxizily grain firm and one time pres:i.derﬂi, of the Detch

Chamber of Commerce (Nederlandse Handelsmaatsehappy) i ob;jectives

were social and phi anthropic rather than puz‘ely ec C. The purpose

ans, Paa.rdenkracht en MepSenmacht ('s Gravenhage-

Martinus Nyhoff 1941),-p. 63. -

7. I.J. Brugmans, De Arbeidende K1 sse in Nederla.nd in dé lge
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of new industry, .he felt, was first of all‘ to combat poverty. Conse-

L] .
quently, he placed his or'ders flrst with "poor-factorles" run by phll—
anthroplsts. Secondly ‘he would do business with small entrepreneurs,
L J

while large firms would get whatever orders the first two could not

.V .
9. Willem de Clercq, one of the most gifted speakers of his day,
~ ’ - .

was an important 'expo\x{ent of the Dutch Réveil., He was also a close

~

friend of Isaak'da; Costa\the celebrated poet and fiery Christian Jew,

An

De Clercq was not unusual among Dutch businessmen of the early nine-~ .

[y
- N L ’

‘}'te'egrth cehtury; like him they were more preoccupied with poetry than:

stockbrokers. .

profit; many ro/i/‘; their closest friends were writers and scholars, not

~

Not only was Willemide Clercq a talented extemporlzer, he also
’

was a man who falthfully kept a diary. r{)n Februiry 8, 1829, he recorded

4

’\the amazement of a ,foreign visitor who was’ struck by the ‘*apathy, the

%:rrermess, the half-hear'bed.ness of ’che Dutch. 10. Five years later, g‘.n

_ August, 1834 he wrote; "In the northern Netherlands you can hea} a leaf

* -1l

" subsidizing thé growing numbers of Dutch un

‘A

drop.....,Everything here is as dead as can be," ™ ° De Clercq,/beihg

. v

affluent was commenting primarily éh the p‘.r*evalllng ‘sloth of business.
~
Nothing much was happening., At a lower level h%wever, ‘something re-

markable was happening. While eharitable orgailizations we're valiantly

A '

-~ L ‘
¢ 9. Brugmans, Paardenkracht, P. 79.

10. A, Pierson, Willem de Clercq (Haarlem: H. D. Tjenck Willinck;
1889), Book II, p. T6.

. 1hid., p. 174,
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textile firms, especially in Haarlem, began operating with German, Bel-

gian and Swigs workers, while in 1846 a new sugar refinery in Rotter-

dam was estabiished, staffed almost entirely with foreign personnel,

~
Why? Because Dutch workers were lacking in industrial\ekpert:{se.?zf

-~ -

Trainin'g" the local unemployed aée; not seem to have crossed anybody's

mind. In the countryside, vast numbers of German farm labourers were

hired. -Again why? Because :Lt was claimed that Dutch day labourers

were lacking in energy and strength.'lj' During the first half of the o

nineteen'(;h century, when unemployment rea.éhed disastrous proportions,

foreign workers entered the cquntr'y, of whom many settled permanently,

finding empioyment in a great variety of occupations. Brugmans attri-
1 kY

butes this phenomenon to the laziness, physiecal inadequacyrand technical

°

P B - ? . \
. . ignorance of t’xe Dutch worker..llhr Much of this deplorable state of |

e

affairs must be attributed to the extrepe poverty of the kleine luyden

; and to the consistently high cereal pricés. The Dutch labburiné poor
. ) . : A ' V4
ate practically no bread and never ate meat, FPotatoes and flour por-

ridge were the usual fare. In fact, Brugmams is of tthe opinion that the

/@ood of the Dutch work forcg was barely on a par w:Lth that consumed in

5-

Ireland.l Clean, unpolluted water was scarce, beer a luxury no worker

could afford, Gin, however, was cheap, and alcoholic abuse widespread,

I . o g
The rate of illiteracy was generally high among the kleine luyden, which

- M ° *
- N

, 12. Brugmans, Arbeideﬁde Klasse, p. 82. ) ’

. 1bid., p. 83. . : :
1. - ' 14, Tbid,, p. 84.
15 mig., p. 152, > e

-
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" is noﬁ surprising considering the low regard in which teachers were

‘generally:held.. L.W. DeBree quotes a certain Rykens who wrote in 1824

. that tefxc;ers did not have enough bread to eat, that ",..the poor tea-

. . cher usually depends on a sacily d‘;'.srespect';ful bunch of oafs, wﬁo often
“ toss him a\couple of nickels by “‘way of tg.zition,; accompanied by all sorts

. . of insults." And, "Working as gravedigger, caretaker, precentor, bell-

.

ringer, church organist, as druggist or supplier of stationery they
! o .16,

- . / “try to supplement their; meagre income , 5oth in city and countr&side."
Finally, there was a high incidefice of sexual immorality among the-
‘workers, yet, curiously, there are no records of complaints about their
" honesty and reliability.:w' This, then, was the situdtion.in which the
kleine luyden found théx;xsélves during the first half of the nineteenth
N cén't:"ury. This, too, ‘is the background a;gainsj; which the Afscheiding 6;(‘

1834 mst bBe examined.

16. L.W. .DeBred, "Geloof in de Letterkast; schets van het lage
~ondeérwys omgteeks '1836," pp. 17-55 in Honderd Vyfentwintig Jaren Arbeid

op het Onderwysterrein, 1836-1961 (Groningen: J.B. Wolters' Uitgevers-
maatschappy N.V., 1961), p. 50. :

-
- 17 * Brugmans, Arbeidende Klasse, p. 178.

-




Although the political developménts in the Netherla.nds between

1780 and 1820 affected the kleine luyden only 1nd1rectly, the Afscheidlng

* of 1834 makes 1ittle sense mthout taking them into account. _The

Batavian Republic (1795~1806), born out of an indigenous revolutidn*

through the midw?very of the French army, replaced the United ﬂ-ovinees,
. <t
: that most disunited wnd medieval anomally created by the, r:ggent oligarchs .

of the sjixteenth century. After a cou;Sle of false starts the Batavian

. Q
. convention adopted a democratic constitution which, although modified

several times, remained ‘largely intact until 1814 when the Kingdom of
.Y

the Netherlands was proclaimed., The new constitution of 1815 maintained

: 5 ' -
the' unitary nature of the state established by the Batavian convention
‘but violated the democratic character of the earlier constitution by'

gra.n%‘ing wide-ranging powers to the King. 1In consequence, enlightened

& absolutism prevailed in’the new kingdom, dependent once more on the

¥ R.R. Palmer has suggested that' one might well wonder "what

/ﬁ_ 'revolution’ could signify for so utterly middle-class a° country, which
"= .. _ had no genuine monarchy, no hierarchic church, few nobles, and few poor."
— - The aversion of the Dutch toward:violence and turmoil, the "prudence and

readiness to depend on outsiders for armed support" made him feel that .
the Dutch revolution, like those of the other "s:Lster Republics”, was
= not a true revolution at all.l. Elsewherey however, he has quoted Pieter .
Géy? who asseérted that it was indeed a true revolutlon.z' Perhaps
: Palmer. considered the non-violent course of events in Holland as not
o be:t.ng revolutionary while accepting Geyl's evaluation of its consequences-
a new government a new;crder, a new law.

Al

2

St ———
v

M 1O
14 R.R. Palmer, The World of the F‘rench Revolution (New York and
ﬁ.vanston- Hatper & Row Publishers, 1971), p. 163-65. . )

* 2+ R.R. Palmer, MMuch in Little: The Dutch Revolution of 1795,
..The Journal of Modern History, VolmXXVI, March 1954, p. 34.
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same oligarchy which had held sway béfore,the revblutiona.ry uphea.vals.3 N
While much had hajpf)’ened’ little had changed,. Economically, socia'll'y,

and even polltically the Netherlands contlnued to live in the elghteenth
century o Mso carried forward from the prev1ous century was the pov-

¢

erty of the kleine luyden, a poverty whose pinch had now been aggravated

by the recent struggles with France and Britain:

The King, while still an exile in,England, had come to admire the

*

gystem in which the Anglican or State Churc¢h was directly related to and

dependent upon the secular authorities. When, therefore, such a system
! ' .

]

was proposed for the new icin_gdom by a civil servant named Jangsen, the'

King favoured it and signed,it into law. On January 7, 1816, the

Algemeen Reglement or General Regulation, a comprehensive decree affect-

1r'1g All aspects of ";he Reformed bhuzjch, came int; force. dIt ordered

all ﬁmétipnaries :Ln the higher assemblies to withdraw from active par-
*t;icipation 1n Church affairs by April 1. They were replaced by a series
of boards all of whose members were appointed by the King. All of a
sudden the Reformed Church, whose name had now officially become Neder-

lands Hervormde Kerk, was transfbrmed into a unified and centralised arm

r

.of the State with an ea.rthiy king at its head.’ It had Become a sec{llar-

ized organization wlti'l a hierarchical structure identical to that impeosed
N R '
on the newly reorganized nation. In one fell swoop and without prior

v

consultation all local congregations throughcu} the country lost their -

LY

) : : SR
prized autonomy. No longer were they allowed to call new ministers of

-

. - <
,

2. C.H.E. DeWit, De Stryd Tussen Aristocratie en Democratie 1n
Nederland, 1780-1848 (Heerlen: N.V. Uitgevery Winants, ~1965), . 342 ((‘

. Ibld., p. 366, ..

0




, more easily be accomodated.

" apathy. ’?8

o 24 - ‘
their own’ choosing to their pulpits; nor ecould they elect their o;m )
local consistories.s' Not only had the .State entered the realm of lt'.he

.

Church, it "...attempted to zleorganize the Cl?urch according to the
epirit of the age, a spirit which was decidedly secular, rooted in the
adoration of reason and the deification of }na.n."6° Moreover -the new '
Church, reflectingl the freedor;l of doctrine favoured by Janssen and the
King as well as the general desire for tolerance, did not ihc]:{xde among
;‘L)te doctrinal- principles either the Canons of Dort or the Church Order

of 1618. As in the Anglica.n model, believers of a variety of  shades—-

- high or low, conservative or progressive, orthodox or modern--could now |

sBoth in structure, and-doctrinel standards

this new Church bore little resembla.nce to the old Gereformeerde Kerk

.

of the slxteen'bh and seventeenth cen‘bur:.es.

Ag oné writer put it, -

11816 means the negatlon of 1618 "7

LN

Some disagréement exists among hisforia.r;s about the reactioﬁ‘of

clergy and membéréb genei'ally to this-virtual emasculation‘of their
’ [ )

“~

Church, Aceordmg to onQV:Lew the response was so negligible as to

R +

be hardly worth ‘the mention, . The reasons gn.ven are that the Splrlt

was gone and that moab Chux‘ch_members were overcome by "the sleep of

"Some ou"bstand:.ng pastors (and lay, preachers)"——rb was
*
i - . ‘

e —————— o . N
)

-2 Berk)hof Geschledems, pp. 287-88

" 6. Louis Praamsma, Het Dwaze Go/ds’— (Wagenmg@n. N, V Gebr. Zomer '
L& Keunlngs U:L'tgeversmaatschappy, 1950), p. 15.

7. Ibid., p. 17.° ’

.o ¢
8.. Groen ‘van Pr:.nsterer' Handboek der Geschiedenis van het Vader-
land (Amsterdam.-J A. Wormser, 1895), pp. 779, 791.. -

N

hd . .

¢
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paid--"coild still be found but they were a dy

‘breed and rarely

spoke up outside their churches.,"'9' "Only the plassis (diocese)

Amsterdam cbjected....Practically the entire denomination blithelur'
. . \ .

accepted the new secular regeney...,"lo° There had been a spiritual

ok

cqllapse, "Pqpble'had become estranged from 'bhe’ faith of‘ the fathers."]l'l'

‘ The other view contends that there was a reaction. "Not only the classis
& . d .
Amsterdam protested, as has been assumed for many years, but the classes

AN .
Tiel, Haarlem, Utrecht, Delft,%and },&'l’ftland, Tielerwaard, Gorinchem and
g h

the&alloon Church’ olf Dort objedéted to the injustice done the church. wl2e

The significance of the two positions lies in the fact that both sides
miss;ad the Iymin‘b'., 'If indeed few people took issue with the imposition
' of secular authority in Church affairs, perhaps it was because those who
still adhered to the orthodox beliefs i;ad grown far removed from the . *
* official Church, The out~of-the-way congregations that still had Serip- | ‘
ture-oriented ministers, as weli~ as the conventicle groups with their
\ orthodox lay preachers, had for so lgng beeh autonomous it is not unlikely
they cared li‘ttle about how-the Church was structured, Perhaps they °

hl

would never have thought of affecting a formal break had not the secular

authorities gone out of their way to impose the new order on bpoth conven-

ticles and local congrega.tlons. As for the alternative view, that several

h,ﬂ

region ssemblles dld in f/act protest, it Is rather interesting to note

' /
9. G. J Vos, Geschiedenis der Vaderlandsche Kerk (Dordrecht'

J. P, Revers, 1888), p. 441, . . \
.10 Berkhof, Geschledehi‘s s-P. 287, . -
‘ 11,

G. Van Der Zee, )ia’é‘Nandsche Kerkgeschledems (Ka.mpen.
J. H. Kok N.V., po date), D. 197

= 2. Praamsma, Het Dwaze Gods s,/p. 18. H, Algra echoed this

sentiment in’identical terms, Wonder, p. 65,

. . -

. e . . . L
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that alimost all’the assemblies mentioned-~Amsterdam, Haarlem, Utrecht,
Delft, Dort, Gorinchem—-are located in the West central region of the
coﬁntry. This is the area of the sophisticated ehurches, of upper-class

" influence. So it appears that the second view’ complements the first

and serves . to suggest ‘he underlying reasohs for the different attitudes

¢

that appear to have preyailed in different regions of the ‘countrys It

-

suggests that diffepent courses of action were adopted not ‘r;ec’ause’ of.

dgifferent perceptions and anxieties about eralism and secular inter-
-~

vention, but rather because of the different comSosition of the social

groups involved.

‘,/. . '{O

'\.

Y
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A5’has been shown, thé General Regulation of 1816 imposed
State contrql over all formal aspects of the offMl Church., It also
souglr;-t ch regulate {1nofficlial ‘religious practices and iﬁ'doing S0 pre- s
cipitated the conflict thai'; Ted to the Afscheiding of 1834, Little ie”
kno;m about the territorial distribution ofl conVenticlés and lay read-
ings prior to 1816. G. Keizer maintains, however, that"...in the |
northern provinces as well as in Zeeland in the south remarkably many

-~

lay services occurred and (that) the number of lay preachers increased

dramétieany."l‘ That this proliferation disturbed the &uthorities is

-

borne out by the fact that the govermment felt it necessary to regtrict 7
and control these practices by legislating specific copd?ition,s under .

- . by : - j
which they might s;t;ill be continued in the future. Article 14 of the

General Reguiation stipulated that lay preachers had +to become certi-
: 4 . .

fied la.nd could be acti.\ge only in the congregations of whic§1 their them— "

. , , ]
selves were members. Even then they were allowed to tonduct services g

\
N\

only after the resident pastor had “given his consent.z' Article 15

' added a remarkable dimension by specifying that anyone disobeying ~ ‘

v

Article 14, "....théreby creating disorder", would be subject t6 censure

3.

and would, if necessdary, be turned over to the civil authorities,
Recognizing the questionable efficacy of ecclesiastical discipline,

the State was reserving the right to apply secular pressures, The

~ .« r'a
' .

* Keizer, Afscheiding, p. 54

2. Archiefstukken Betreffende de Afschen.da.ng van 18 ﬁ F.L. Bos,
ed., Vol, T (Kampen: J.H. Kok, 1939), P. xiv.
- 3 Ioc. eit. - o . - : .

- . . ‘ .
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- !
intention of the authorities seems-elear, They mist have known that

.

the Church-no longer! satisfied the spiritual needs of +the kleine luyden

and that this was the principal cause for the growth of the unauthorized

religious practices. Many of these conventicles relied for their sess-

¢

ions on itinerant Xay preachers, some of whom came from ag far away ag

. Ha.nnovér, Germany. Article 14 was clearly directed against them,.

FPurthermore, few 6fficially appointed ministers could.feel flattered

E ~ ' . ;oy the exiptence of groups within their churches who considered their
qpastors merely "book-wise, men who did not have the :3piri'l:,"5 ' groups

‘ which preferred to%lfldﬁnoffic‘ialn services without them, Yet theie
very ministers were :given a.uthority to decide whether or not gathef-ings

. K}

would be permitted. The threat of legal action in this matter is there- °
= * ~ -
- fore esgpecially surprisir}pg and not a little reveali,ng.‘ For centuries”

the Netherlands had been justly renowned for the tolerance shown i-i.-:s 4

-

religious dissenters and non-Chrigtian residents. FPFurthermore, %e
o

tolera.nce preached by the French phllosophers had been widely applauded

N in well-to—do Dutch circles and was very much in fashion at the time.

Yet here, in a matter which concerned prim#rily devout, drdinary people
. " /‘ -

L ’ in small country chu;'ches, action by secular hauthorities was threatened ‘ ,@/
- if awprafctice which had become a tradition for many people was not -
1. . carried out within the stric“t;;.mes of +the new law, It would‘almgst lead <
s%!;‘ o one to beligve the authorities we're bent on Torcing the kleine luyden

back into the Church. It would seem as if theéy anticipated. disobed-

1 4 ;! ’
. ¥
ll, Algra, Wonder, p. 9‘7.~ - - C

o,

ERp R 6o
B
’
1
1

- -

\ - .
\ L > Kelzer, Afscheiding, p. 54‘ A

. e




ience, even disorder, and in Article 15 prepared ,i;hemsc;iveg to deal
with it whenever it came, If' so, they did not have to wait long,

In 1819, three years a!rter.tﬁe General Reédlation had taken
effect, aimost the entire consistory of the church in Axei, Zeela.nd',

" was dismissed because its members had spoken out 'agziinst the new . N

. order.6° The response was entirély predictable. PFollowing the lead

. W

of Pieter Marys, a deacon in the dismissed consistory, dissentingv‘

members of the Axel/Church- opened their homes for unoffiecial re;ligiﬁ)i‘é :
’ meetings and invited an itine:ra.nt preacher na.medJJa.n Willem Vygeboom

to.. conductetheir services.7,° Vy;eboom, however, was at 'bl'ie time busy a

ip the northern provinces and it was no%/ﬁﬁtil Sunday, June 16, 1822,

that he conducted his first service in Axel, in the home of Marys.

In the next three days two further meetings were held; then the author-
5 ities sj:eppéd in, Four men——Vygeboom, Marys, Louis de Regt and David

; ' van Kerkvoort--were cha.rged, taken to court and ponv1cted.,8 They were

| also fined which, in the case of Marys, the "rinkleader",’ amounted to
E the not inconsiderable sum of f126.27—é— which, after he lost his appe’a;I,
ﬁ ‘ was raised-to a total of fé’jO.BZa A baker by‘ trade, Marys probably -
| earned somewhere near the average salary for bakers in Zeela.nd, which
in 1819 was 77 cents per day.lo' This meant that for putting his house
. to unlawful use Marys had to pay a year's salam‘r, a heavy penalty by" . ‘

any standard. : '

Y

T 6. Archiefstukken, I, p. 2, note, . :
» 7. Loc, cit. . e N

! 8. Ib:Ld., pp. 2~4. T o B
2. Ibld,, p. 18, note, i ‘ . ' ) _'

10.' I.Jd. Brug;mans, Statistieken van de Nederlandse Nyverheid uit
de Eerste Helft der 19e Eeuw, Book I ( s Gravenhage* Martinus Nyhoff,
1956 p. 271. .
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The official doguments reiating to the case concerning the Axel
A}

" troubles indicate quite clea‘r'l} the manner in which the authorities

looked upon the people involyed. Louis de Regt, in a letter to the

°

King (April 1823), protested his innocence on ‘2 numbér of grounds:
ignorance f the new laws, the centuries—old tradition of holding re~

ligious meetings in private homes without prosecution, and the permis-

”
1

siveness of local officials.:L

He was referred to as an honest and

respected farmer, energetic and well—lntentloned 1 More important,

o it appea.rs that de Regt as a member of the to/ counc1l and man of
some means had considerable influence in 'the Axel J:'eg:i.on.,13 ' It is
“  this fact that is stressed repeatedly and ®even ‘the Minister of Justlkq,
’ who saw no valid legal reasons for granting the pardon,. agreed with the

y ' Governor of Zeeland that to show mercy would :Lndeed be "politically

expedlent "14 In h.:Ls letter to the King, therefore the Minister
b

stressed that 11; is "..ofor this reason and this reason alone that I
[ ]

R feel free to propose to Your Majesty that Louis de Regt be exempted

{ .
' from paying the fine and costs to which he was sentenced. nlds

Fd

De Regt

went free, He was a good man, not without influence, a man of some

means, ’

"

None of the others were treated so generously: i‘ew of them were-
Amen of means. Some thlrty-flve Axell signatories of a letter to-the King

1 (Dec. 16, 1823) were deseribed in some detail by the Minister of

- o

-

ll*hrchiefst{:zkken, 11, p; 5.
12, Ibid., p. 8, -
3. Loe. cit, ' .
M, pot0. -
rs 19¢ Imid., p. 11,




* -them a blacksmith, a baker, a carter, a bargeman, a tailor, a corn

” appended to a report he sent the’ King (March. 20, 1 4) concerning that

I :

»

Worship, a certain van Pallandt van Keppel.l

. v
»

H¥s -comments were

let'ber,,("l'he descriptions are most unfavourable from beginning to end.
r . \

l

Marys has "a weak and confused set of brains", and is suspected of

A

having abused his wife, Others are either stubborn or buliheaded, in-

-

significant, irresponsible, thoroughiy immoral. One man is said to . <
b ' T o
have illicit relatior® witll women other than his own wife, another left

his wife after abusing his stepchildren., Most as described as having

3

no means, as being poor or utterly destitute (dood arm). The term dom,

which means stupid, dull or dense, is used t? describe nineteen of

. « R
'bhes/e people. One retired couple is be:lieved to have a small fortu.n%

of around £25,000. They are therefore thought to have had some/influence,

\
’ N ! ’
which they allegedly used to persuade othersto join Vygeboom's group.
— - .
Another retired man of some means, one of Vygeboom's most ardent
follo%ners, is supposedly modest in appearance but is said fo be s(ly and

equivocal; he also treats his wife Yadly. Vygeboom himséLf the Minister

" had earlier described ‘as '/‘shiftlesq and dangerous" and his followers as

"fanatical. wl7e

Most of the dissenters are described as either fgm.labourérs,

1

farmers, -tenant~farmers, or just .labourers, ‘while there were also among,

» y . -

chandlér &nd seller of flour, '%‘hey were distiné'tiy kleine luyden, whose

insignificance was painfully obvious in the report. °There need be no °

— . . .

-

16. A1l of the following descriptions can be found IBid., pp. 25-27.

17. Ibid., p. 12,
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9

doubt about the relative ignora.ncé of thede peopie—ffive out of
fif‘by—one signatories of a second letter to the King (May 10, 182l)

"signed" with a simple X l8"--ye*t:. it is somewhat hard to believe"
s * -
.that so manj of them were in reality as stupid 'and worthless as the
[} . R 1 N ©
\ Minister made them appear. to be.
.

-

It is g;mpcrtant to note, however, that throughout the in-’

creasmgly bltter confllct the le'tters and reports of government

2 offlclals remained distressingly full of pejorative expressions and

9

‘commentsa . The secret report-on the extent of the geparatist movement

@ ¢y

*

Eepa@d in 1836 by Jansden#* fits the same general ‘pattern. The

eine luyden of the Afscheldlng, then an irrevocable fact, here too

ppear not merely insignificant, they are presented ag being mean and

»

- «
¢ - {insignificants There was obvious disdain for theses eommon fol'k, the

}disdain of the gegoede stand** for het volk*¥*, This u'nfortuna-te bias

jprobably led the goverhment to bel'igve that they could indeed: force .
: .

'the insignifitant and p\otz:ss Kleine luydeh to conform. It caused

them to underestimate théNimportance that tradition.and ~feligious

| o

conviction might have t® many among the poor. . ,
’ . /

While Vygeboom may not have been a true fore-runner of the

°

)
Afscheiding of, 1834, as G, Ké/izer claims,lg' it cannot be denied tha{‘j

.his activities in Axel and the resultant appeals to the King caused

.
3
4

1S ‘ ¢
* The same Janssen who was chiefly responsible for draftlng
‘the General Regulation of 1816, See above. k
’ %% -See glossary -

“Ths;
T ) _.___Ibid-’ pp'-' 35‘36':

19. Keizer, Afscheiding, p. 62.




. - . the authorities for the first time to come t§ grips with the idea of -

o . separation, The first appeal which Vygeboom and his followers ad- .

e

dressed to the King—-surely the Prince of Orange would understand--

was in essence an appeal for freedom of religion. If Greek and Ar-

' 2. - . minian Chrlstla.n, Lutherans, Mennom.‘bes, Jarisenists, even Jews were “
allowed to practice thelr beliefs within the walls of the natlon‘s

" capjital, argued Vygeboom, surely "the appellants should not deserve
A v

T ‘ scorn and rejéction mérely because “they are Hersx.ma (Refomed)?"20°
A ° v . < A

ﬁfe also insisted that no one must acecuse his grouf)\f apostasy or-.of
~ * PY ’/

. i .
v . being .schismatic because "the appellants are undoubtedly the ones who

still adhere to the old Reformed teachings in all sincerity."zl" This -

4 .

o
~ ¢ ' is as close a8 Vygeboom came to tellihg the K;Lng that most of his

‘e

people had asked ‘that~ their names be erased from the membership roll

. of the Axel Hervormd Church and that he now cdlled his %up "The Re- .
. . 1 »

R ‘ stored Church of Chris*\:.,"22° The Minister of Worship® advlsed the King

i - -~
L r o
that a distinction had’to be made between peligidus convictions and -
o~ . N - ¥
religioﬁs groups, The constitution grants complete freedom for the

e forxyer but not the lat'ter.' Only those reliéious groups already in
existence at the time the C‘onstitu’tion' was adopted are protected and .

. ' - enjoy certain p}'ivileges. No new religious organizations may be formed,

H

however, withou_t 'fﬁ'st obtaining the King's permission. 'l‘l:1e Minister

_continued: : e
. 3 The petitidners want to remain in ‘the Hervormd religion while
- - peparating from t{e‘Hervormd Church; their intention, then, ~

W >, iy . , ————————
* .
-y . . .
-
N

) . :
. ‘ o ) -20' Arghiefstukken, I, p.. 20. , e T :
. N R \ .
, e 1oe. cit. . . ST

.- 22, Keizer, Afscheiding, p. 60. ° -
» \ & * .

¢
'
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mu&;t be to forge a separate’se;:}; out of an eiisting Religion.
_How dangerous this could become to the tranquility and good
order In the State I need not explain to Your Ma,jesty.23-

R

To this advice the Minister of Justice ,\Xin Maanen, added
(on April 9, 1824), that in his opinion the best way “to protect society

against all confusion and irregularity" would be to oppose "all suclke

fanatical schismatics" with a "strict adherenge to the existing laws."zu’

Later (August 1824), both gentlemen signed a report addregsed to the
——
King in which they assertdd that '"the whole tenor of the spirit of these

sectarians is directed disturbing as miach as possible the existing and

Y

indeed constantly growing bz:-otherly har'mog b&ween the Hervormd people .

4a.nd other Protestants."25 * ‘Here, then, is the irony ?f the situation:

the governing authorities, trué to their avowed prineciple of tolerance,

]

de11berate1y loosened the \strlctures of doctrinaire Calvinism by drop- Y

p:mg from the confession of the Hervor'md Church the Canons of Dort, p

thereby creating some theological breathing space for the ever grow:u}g
mumber of liberal and Remns_tra‘.n‘b members, In doing so they facilitated
a rapprochement of sorts with other Protestant groups but alienated

the tré.ditionally orthodox klein“b‘ luyden, The threat of fragmentation

posed by the potentially secessionist ‘conventicles of the latter the
government could rot and would not tolerate, which is the reason why,
-

as early as 1823, the authprities decided to apply the full force of .

the law against dissenting groups within the Church. In h¥s letter of

. . :
2 ‘. Archiefstukken, I, pp. 24-25. \ /
N 2k, Archiefstukken, I, p. 28, L - .
25 Archiefstukken, I, p. 38. / : - -
* SR
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October 25, 1823, the Mmister of Justice :.netructed the Govemor of

N ~Zeelemd to use vall measures required, even férce 1f necessary, to
enforce Articles 291 and 292 of thé old penal code which prohibited,
- among other things, religious gatherings involving more tha.'n\ twenty

ﬁ‘ \ ;
pe s. Any resistance offered to attempts to disperse such gather-

¢ =~ ' ..
ings wa® to be viewed as rebellion and was ‘to be dealt with as such.26'

3 The State had become mtolera.nt in order to preserve tolera.nce. ‘F’rom
; R
v then on in it became a matter of which side would surrénder first.
. - j .
The authorities seem not to have doubted that the rdther rude and

uncouth ine luyden would simply roll over and capitulate. They

- did not understand the tenacity produced when poverty and tradition

ar }téiji by Nth, . ‘ .

.

26 e !
. ' ) Archiefstukken, I, pp.- 44=45, o
. H \ ‘ . . N
. . “ g
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Litfle is known about the orthodox kleine luyden. Everic%hough .

the Afscheiding of 1834 is not a neglected subject in Dutch historio-
graphy the kleine luyden who fashioned i'; are. The injusticegs perL;e- "
+trated on Rev, Her;dr:ik de Coc.k and other early secessionists are well
documented, as are the :aJ.most insuperable difficulties th:éy faced and
overcame, Yet the co;nnon folk whose tenacity and endurance are re- ' >
spongible, in part at ie'aist, for \making fhe separation ;;e—manent have
remained largely unknown. Only H. Algra has examined these forgotten
people in sou;e de:tail‘ , but much of his information was based on the
situation pertaining after 1850.%« Small.wonder then that_ in the ab-
. @
gence of a clear and complete picture of the Afscheiding the e‘vent
was seen as remarkable, almost a miracle. -

N . N . A
While few documents actually describe any of the kleine luyden,

?
inférences drawn from a vAriety of sources nonetheless allow us more

then’ just a glimpse of their condition and character, In 1825, -for
instance, a book appeared in Amsterdam about the English Reformed Church:

In it the author made some revealing comments about those attending : -

»

. : . ’
conventicles or cefeni v .

- I for one am not in the least opposed to the so-called oefeningen;
‘quite the contrary, I believe that, provided they are well organ-
ized, they could work'to considerable-advantige for some people.

~ They are well suited to allow the poor man who stays away from .
church because of his rags to meet with his peers. They offer him

* The English translation of/t,he title of Algra's book would
be The Miracle of the Nineteenth Cen@. Unfortunatelg®, the author o
failed to ¢ite most of his sources. L ,

F‘
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: a good seat, which he probably would not get in the regular
church. Besides, ther& one can descend to a commonness and

" coarse mammer of speech which, whilg it suits the hearing of %

N insignificant folk, would offend the sophisticated ear. The

lay preacher, moreover, is usually a pretity good extemporan-

(——d
eous speaker which, for a variety of reasons, the regular
minister is not.”* .
, . The writer, a Reverend Mr. Broes, was a distinguished member of the Q%

i{ervormd Church. Not 'only was he a well-known preacher and church |
¥

historian, he was also a member of the General Synod, and had eve?l
servys its ‘p‘resident.z' On seve¥al occasions he counselled the N
King on how to deal with unrest in the Church, his last plea for :
moderation being rejected as late as Ma\y 22, 1834, partly because ‘
his views were considered merely those of an "old profeasor."B" ﬁWhen
this same old professor in i'lis comments about the conventicles men-
. ~ tioned the "poc;r man", he was not referring to'meyaupgis. The ;.

oA poor man" was an:;rone Putside the upper class or gegoede stand.*

Rév. Broes was hardly charitable in his comments, yet it is not un- .

S

likely that his assessment was fairly accurate, The kleine luyden
- . . . . \-
he referred to were more than likely somewhat lacKing in refinement,

-

T al‘f:hough when it ‘came to selecting their‘speakers they evidently.

LY . - 7
showed good Judgement. -

t_,‘ W . The conventicles Rev, Broes described were in all probability
< v -

not to'be found in the big cities, almost certainly not in Amsterdam.

- . . . ‘ b
-

— . ¥ See ‘glossary : ‘ » | .
. ' : \ -

' - ' | _ * N

o 1. Archiefsﬁ\gen, p. 121, note. Quoted. from W, Broes, De'

’ “Gesohiedenis der Engelsche Hervormde Kerk benevenS haren invloed o op. .
onze Nederlandsche, va.n de tyd der Hervorm:L_n_g aan (Delft, 15255 I,

pp. 231, 232. - !
2. 1pid., p. 109, note. | -
% Ibid., p. 264, ‘ - .

4
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‘serious eﬁidemiés had ravaged the countryside.6' - Germain in this respect
; \ : . ”

“

N ] ) 38- l'. h /' .

Although concerned about the activities of Bilderdyk, Holland's most
renowned literary fig(u*e of the dé.y, "and da €osta, the former's devoted
student and passionate objector to the spirit of his age, the Minister

of Worship informed his King (October 31,*’1825) that the troubles in

Amsterdam were still of a minor nature, the churches were well attended,
and the ministers were free from ha.rras‘;sment.,.q' Besides, da Costa'and

his group were sophisticated people, mot kleine luyden. They were in-

tellectuais and businessmen who wrote and read pbetry. Their. speech’
) §

was fap from coérsg_ and although da Costa was often sho';t of money he

R

wore no ragf, . f g ’
. . -~

. .

The rude and uncouth people of Rev, Broes' description were
those found in +the cqu.ntry towns and villages where conditions were

harsh and unhealthy.  In 1826, for instance, a convénticlg\« in Klundert,

~

North Brabant, located in the southern Netherlands, collected £30.00

5

for "the sick and needy in Groningen and Friesland " 'in the north yhere

is a comment by B.H. S'licher van Bath on social conditions prevailing in
the/gdimtz;y at that time:

In some places, especially where the population had increased

rapidly, the conditions of health and housi were particularly
" bad. The worst were the districts where thé peoplet were no
‘longer all employed in agriculture, and in the past, practised ’

-

" gome form of home industry. The poor lived in turf huts, put

-

up with clandestine haste on the common land., People dwelt in
pig-styes, sheep stalls and stoke holes outside the village or ..
hamlet, on the outskirts of agricultural society. In these .
damp and unhygienic¢ hovels, overcrowded with children and feeble

i .

-

4 Ibid., p. 67. ~ . }
5 Ibid., p. 118. : . .
‘ - Loc. cit., ziqte. . K .
. - -
. . . o~

femae e -




"39
., old folk, families lived together ‘with the blind, the lame, the
crippled, the simple and the insane--all too numerous in those
commumities. The government did nothing for these unfortunates,
who were left entirely to the care of their. relatives, s

N ‘ .
Rglevant too are I.J. Brugmans' claims that between 1815 and 1850 the

population growth in the Netherlands was 38%8 *and that up until 1860

the country population inereased more rapidly than that of the citieé.
' - '
Johan Goudsblom, writing about Holland in the 1850's, added:

- The bulk of the population still lived in rural commmities and
pursued an agrarian econonw....(They) were econcmically poor, -
politically poWerless, socially subordinate, and culturally un-
enlightened....the great majority of people lived most of their
lives in local or regicnal isolation, Standards of hygiene and °
sa.nltatlon were low compared with today, and the average life
expectancy at birth only Just exceeded 30 years, 10.

Poverty, often extreme poverty, a.nd isolation were the conditions in

which the bulk of Holland's population found itself in the first half

«B 4

> ~ of the nineteenth century. A peculiarity of Dutch society in‘ this per

was 'the absence of a social group between the poor and the rich., The

.

.*already been apparent prior :to ;),-795.,:L The kleine luyden Rev, Broes

\ . :
. mentioned in 1825, as well as the ones involved ih the Afscheiding its

\ ' lived in a society which knevg &
stand* and the poor, referred to either as de ‘armen or het volk*.lz'

* See glossary

9.

\

iod

gr'owihg impoverishment of the craftsmen, small farmers and merchants had

elf,

only two classes: the upper class or gegoede

In

) T+ Slicher van Bath, Agrarian History, pp. 317-18.
A Brugmans, Arbeidende Klasse, p. 138. c .
’ 2. Ibid., p. 73. - ‘ . -
. 10. Goustlom, Duteh Na-bn.on, s 20. - o
: L 1l. * Brugmans, Paarclenkracj, p. 61. Co c,
12.' _I_b_l_cl., D. 87- . . - ; .
N\ : ' . -
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the absence ‘o}\ ward mobility tilis strat'i:fication Qlecame ffigid, thé
. upper class remaining a closed ‘group. It is with this in mind that
all letters and reports of the authorities relating to the oefeningen
and the lescheiding mst be examined. It will go far to explain the
AR " _fpaternalism and disdain with which the orthodox kleins—uyden were
viewed and dealt with. It cértainly sheds some light oﬂ the apartheid

policy implieit in the comments of Rev. Broes.

l

’ ' In many official missiveb concerning those kleine luyden who

were no longer happy in‘;t;he Hervormd Church, they were described as

fanatics. However, the evidence suggests thfa:t -they were not. Up until
October 2, 1832, the only action government officials felt constrained

.

.to take against the conventicles arcose from the fact that these gather-’

- 9
. ings were attracting numbers in excess of twenty, the limit established
under the old Napoleonic penal code.- At these mgetings psalms were [ 3

sung, passages from Scripture were read ani‘)explained, aﬁd prayers were
4 ) \ .
recited. There is no evidence that these events created disorder or ‘'

-

were in themselves disorderly. There is no evidence either of zealous

o eévangelizing bj orthodox Calvinists, If anything, they wanted to be
- b & ) -
Y 1eft alone; they craved freedom of worship, as their lstters clearly

indicated, Disturbances which did oecur, as in October of 1832 in the

eity of Utrecht, came about not because of the fanaticism of the faith~

-

ful, but rather because of the scandalous behaviour of a c\z;?wd of young

adults led, it was alleged, by some fifty university s'l:udentsl3 * who

. ‘ - L3 ’
broke into homes, smashed up furniture, and threatened the devout who v

* - attended a conventicle.la" All this is not to say that the kleineé luyden
N - “ s “»:. . v .

.
—

, . 3. Archiefstukken, I, pp. 170, 181. - o
' 1k Ibid., pp. 166-200. . o ‘ :
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\{ . . l‘l i .

! : ~
did not feel strongly about thelr meetings and their faith. There
a ) is, however, a considerable difference between strongly held views
or deeply felt emotions, and fanaticism.

—

. The government documents alse refer consistently to the ortho-

e ®

. dox kleine luyden as being dom, which as was mentioned earlier means

| stupid, dense, or dull. It v{as' a foolish charge, as foolish and uncon-
/ vineing as it would have been to suggest that those who made it were
-clever. Certainly the letters these "dull" people wrote i:heir K:Lng
- lacked neither percep_tiori nor- skill. Besides, that so many letters

- ‘ * %
were wr:!.tten to begin with is in itself rather-remarkable. We know that

some—De Regt and Marys, for instance--were aided by sollicitors.lB'
Others may 'also have sought assistance fromi experts, although the sources
do 1:101;' indicate this with any degree 'c;f clarity., Whatever the case may
be, dull people would ﬁardly have bothered. Mo're‘gver, those M_ngv -
luyden who incurred the ire of t‘ﬁe officials and especially of the

Minister of Worship, Baron y&x Pallandt van Keppel, claimed to adhere

to oort:,hodox Calvinist doctrines which, if anything, do not stand out

for their simplicity.

Regardless of whetl}er the kleine luyden wrote their letters
uz;aided or not; their correspondence was a_.mazir;gly[uniform in content..
Almost all letters ‘;ppealed’ for freedom of worsi:ip and ma(.ny of them —
. referred to the past to support their case, .Severa.l \ref;\rences wer& ‘\ -
made to @he "three stranded cc;rd" of ;the &huz;ch, Orange, and either - °

16. In.the great bulk of these letters

het volk* or the fatherland.

* See glossary

L o \

]
<

-

15. Archiefstuldcen, I,Fp. 6 and 21.

. - : léﬁ Ibid., especially pp. 166, 168 79, 181, and 207.
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an awareness of history as ‘viewed from the Orangist perspective is
cleariy evident, It'is also apparent that most writers.viewed their .

' © unauthdrized meetings as acquired rights. One writer cjaimed (April .
- ) * 3 v
’ 1823) that such meetings, "a centuries old practice in various regions

[ . .
of our PFatherland," had never before been banned from being held in

17.

private homes. Another implied that his conventicle hailed back to

. the Freneh period, for he wrote (February 1828) that "thls conventlcle

l

(gezelscha;e) was not considered dangerous or damaging by any of the

succesgive gove‘rnments."le' A t’l_ryd correspondent stated categorically

(Ja.nua,fy 1833) that he had been conducting meetings for more t\h:af/

thirty years and had never been disturbed, not even under the highiy

19.

suspicious regime of Napoledgn,™ The unn.formrty of the appeals is

the more remarkable when one cons:Lders the relatlve isolation from

-

which the various writers addressed their remarks to their King., They
N - oA
! shared a common loyalty: to the God of Scripture and the Orange King.
« 5 .
. . .
They also ‘sl'&féred a common tradition: that of meeting in small groups

to study, sing, and pray. Finally, they expressed 'a,. common desire:
! P 4

R

permission to contirnue their cherished practices. Yet they knew very

little about one another,

-

There is_oner striking difference between the official documents #

3

and the letters fro?the ldei{ie 122‘ den, PFear of secession is évic_ien'g.

throughout the letters a.nd reports of the authorities from the very

_start while the appeals by the common people to the ng never so mueh
» vy

- .

. 7 mid., p. 5. - | -
18. Ibid., p. 118, '
19+ 1pid., pp. 208, 209.

v -
s
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as hinted ‘at it until a.postal employee by the name of Schr&ter . -

warned the King (October 16, 1832) that a forced cessation of re-

ligious meetings could easily lead to separation (afscheiding) and \/

20,

a schism <in the Ch?fr\ch. Suff‘icient evidence exists\ to suggest

that the kleine luyden for long had no intention of secessior;. They .

S:'gnpl‘)( were not ’suffioier‘ltly unified, nor ragiical enough for that matter,

to foster such an idea., They were no revolutionaries who carefully

- plotted a strategy and dellberat\iy sought its realization. They were

' honest, qulet down~to-earth "lJTttle" folk who found themselves in-

ereasingly pushed around bf the‘ authorities, Until Rev. Hendrik de Cock

became active in Ulrum in the nbrthern province of Groningen, late in

1

1833, the kleine luyden had' no leader, their cause no effecfive cham-

\

pion. Allard Pierson, observed in 1872 that the religious fanaticism

" which occasionally surfaced in the Netherlands wds the prociuct Qf the

general Dutch inelination for theology on the one hand, and ignorance
A D

- -

mixed with the mervous emotionalism caused by idolizing of ministers

on the other.21° While it would be difficult to determine accurately

to what degree the "mcllnatlon for theology™" affected the conduct of

AT T T L]

the orthodox kleine luyden prior to 1833, we do know that until Rev,

de Cock gained prommenc<e they "idolized" few ministers and showed:

~ 7 - -
- .

little "nervous emotionalism," ' . .,

-

Why ‘did +these simple folu no longer respect their pé.stors? One

letter was more revealing ‘than the others :.n this regard. It read in

s

s ti——————— R
.0 20. Ibid.’ p: 177° . ) ’ PERE . ¢ k)
21.

Mlard Pierson, "Isaak da Costa naar zyn brieven" (1872),
in Oudere Tydgenoten (Amsterdam: P. N. Van Kampen & Zoon, 1904),

\_ pp. 1314, - ‘ R,

-
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part as follows:

. The inhabitants of the country, and no less so those of some of -
our cities, live in most instances in a state of hostility and
near-war, with their ministers because they cannot accept the

3 : apostasy their pastors are trying to force upon them., For this

’ reason many of them have been avoiding the public-church services,
Thus deprived of religious instruction, these religjous peo-

ple felt a need for meeting with each other so as to grow to~
goether in the true faith -and to instruct one another in the Word -
of God. These meetings of course have become so numerous that
ministers have hecome less reserved about procla.lmlng false
doctrines from the pulpits.22. -

o

There is moré to this comment than at first meets the eye. It Mas to
be remembered that prior to the introduction of the General Regulation

-

(18165 local congregations "called" only ministers of their own choosing.
Whenever a vacancy occlrred the cons‘lstory would invite the members to -
submit namesg of mlmsters consn.dered sultable., Having established a list
of two or three names, the consibtory would then send delegates to speak
with' the ministers thus designated and invite them to preach whenever‘

[y

possible, Only afi;er ca.rei“ul scrutiny, therefore, would a vacant cén- -
grega."ti;x'm "call" a new minister, While this procesé might seem cumber- *
some, it at least allowed'.a, general pa.rticipa‘tion\while at tl_ze same

time it increased fhe ﬁ;’obability of compatibility between minister and
coﬁgregation. Ever since 1816, however, all this had ch;.nged.\l\ﬁlﬁsters |
. were n’ow simpiy appointed by the new church hierarchy, a hierarchy which
cduld hardly be charae"berized 4s having a great deal of u'.hderstaﬁdjxm

\ ~ for az;;d sensitivity towards the kleine luyden. . At any ra‘bé, it is more

’

('\\ than likely that.the new system gave offense if .only because a i:rb.dif

tional practice had been tampered with; a right, one of the fewj&he

22. Archiefstukken, I,%p. 210..
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kleine luyden could clam, had been removed. Given the stubbormnness

which often characterizéd the attitude of rural folk toward matters
affecting their habits and customs, newly appointed ministers mist

have found 'it extremgly’ difficult to become accepted by these peo?le,

If on top of this the new ministers proved to be "liberal" as well, if .
:ch;,ir theology was considered as muchr an imposition as their appointment,
"hostlllty and near-war" might well ‘be the result. And 50. the kleine
luyden began’ to stay away from church and, in its stead expanded “the .
gge old custom of meeting in private homes for mutual edification and
suppon,‘,{o

As we have seen, the kleine luyden were an unassuming sort of

people who quietly performed their tasks and carried out their duﬁies_.

Théy were- small farmers, cottars, day labourers, bakers, carpenters,

Al

painters, weavers, blacksmiths , bargemen, fishermen, wallpaper hangers,
¢

t

butchers, teachers, small merchants-—in short, working people from al.l

sectors of agriculture, trade, commerce, and industry. They were reli- '

able and practical, lackingL the passion and fervor of some séuthem .

¥uropean people. Da Costa, as Allard Pierson has pointed out,. al-

though much admired, never became ?Eé with ixis ,%ellow, combatants
» _0 -
aga:\_nst the spirit of the age preclsly because he lacked that calm,

23.

phlegmatic nature of the Du.tch. He was of; Jew:Lsh—Portuguese heri-

tage; he'was a hot-tempered man. It would be wrong to assume that the

Duteh kleine luyden would quietly allow any power “to push them around -

forever, -They did, however, require strong am:l,incisive leadership. $ |

.

I . - < : t : &l
23- Wy ! . y . ‘ . ’ ,
, Pierson, Tydgenoten, pp.°12-13., - . . ® Y e e
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They ‘péeded a champion, a standard bearer; an inspiring leader. Da
) ' ) '

-

, Costa: could have become that leader, but}he did not seek nor wish to

—

"fulfill that r8le. Besides, he disapproved of seceésibn,z

Instead,

-

- . 3 . - o
. .+ the mantle fell on Hendrik de Cock, Hervbormd minister in the tiny

-

Groningen town of Ulrum, .o .

. * .‘_,

, 2. Pierson, Willem de Clereq, IEE, P. 153,

.
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Rev. Hendrik de Cock-was suspended from his pastoral dutifas

‘ on Deéémber 19, 1833. Ong reason wae; that he had written a\strongly-

worded pamphlet against two’'fellow pastors who themselves had ﬁritten
dlsparagmgly about those attending. conventicles. De Céck., character-

1ﬂs*blcally,‘,” had not minced his words. He had referred to his colleagues

1

aé wolves, thieves, (murderers, pharisees, hypocrites, pgrjurers, as
"bl:il_nd guides to the Wlind who are leading the-blind in such a way that
everybody will end up j.n the ditch." 1. Another reas?n .was that de Cock
had bap‘tlzed and mstructed people othen than th%e who 11V\$d in his

own town, which had led to complalnts by other mn.msters.

o b

word of de Cock's 1nsp1red preachmg had spread lbeyond Ulrum. |

Clearly

A

Keizer

. wrote: "In those days the Word of God was rare yet prec1ous all

friends of tr'uth. A deep hunger lay over the land, and when they
L)

. heard about grain a.nd bread be:l.ng offered they rose up together

went to Ulr'um,.q"3 J . Wessel:l.ng hasg recorded the dramatic increa '
M Y ¢

AN ‘ )
the number of de Cock's listeners through‘the anrmal collection.fi‘ﬁ-

LN R .
ure? at the Ulrum Church. Between 1830 and 1832 annual flgurge i’
teob - dropped :;;om £310,85 .in 1830 to £257. 62 in 1831 and to £207.09 in !

- A
v ’
) * . !

v . X .
1. Hendrik de Cock,Jerdeﬁging van de Ware Gereformeerde Leer
en van de Ware Gereformeerden,.bestreden en ten toon gesteld door twee:
zoogenaamde Gereformeerde Ieeraars, of de Schaapskoo:n_ van Christus aan-
- getasgt door twee wolven en verdedigd door H. de Cocl, Gereformeerd
Leeraar te Ulrum (Gromngen- H, J, Bolt, 1833), p. 11I, ff. .

, °"H. de Cock, Hendrnk de Cock, Eerste Afgeschen.den Predikant
+ ‘in Nederland (Delfzyl: Jan Haan, , 1886), Dp. 104-105.

3e. Keizer, Afschej.g&ggr p, 241, - 7 : X
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1832. /Then, suddenly, after de Cock'e diacovery of Calvin's Insti-
_;t@ and other orthedox writing, _c:;me the néw emphasis in his
?)reaching and ?he sudden growth in attendance at\his services; figures
rose again to £493.97 collected in 1833.)4' )

The fact that de Cock did not tome to embrace orthodox Calvin-
ism until arcund 1832 once agam lends credence to the dotion +that the
separatist movement he initiated late in‘1834 was not a long sought-

'
after objective. According l::o his eon and biograbher, de Cock did not
become aware of the close c&nection between the Calvinistic ideéas and

reality until he read a pamphlet by Baron van Zuylen van Nyevelt, a.

Réveil man, titled "The Only\Salvation"' (_D_e Eenige Redding).5' ‘Suddeﬁly

de Cock began to see the terrible m;.ffering of the folk ?f'ound him as
y ) P

/
a punishment from God. His 'son refers to the debacle of the Belgian

i

‘ .
revolution, the cholera epidemics and the deteriorating morals of the
’ eople as the elements ‘which his father now began to see aﬁ*‘the/ conge-
ences of the general e,bandonmerit‘ of the pure preaching of God's Word.
. As Christian, and especially as mlnlster aware of: his calling

. to seek the well-being of both Church and Stdte, these problems
‘e . now drove him to facilitate the-spread 6t tmth with everything
' that was in him, 6. . -
Hence the new fire and enthusiasm in his preaching. Hence also his ¢

‘suddenly prolific written attacks on a wide range of people amd alleged

]

> abuses. . e . C
N " Not only did de Cock receive support and enccuragen'lent from the
of, -y
'. 'y ‘&:\ >
o' o y, ’ ' ~

J. Wesseling, De .&fscheld:a_ng van 1834 in Groningerldnd |
(Grom.ngen- Uitgevery de Vuurbank, 1972), ,pD. 34=35.

5+.de ‘Cock, Hendrik de Cock, p. 22. )

6 /j

* Ibid., p. 23.
' (>

L}
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growing number of \‘i’cors to his sermons--some even came from the

nei‘ghbqui'ing province of I«‘I'iesland7’--in December, 1833, he received
¢ ’

a letter from Rev. H, P, Scholte, Hervormd minister in the North Brabant
town of Doeveren. "Your books," wrote oi 'I, "were balm in the
ound and were again mstruments in thes:\dﬁ God for lifting the
. eye of aith to the eternal and anghty King of t}xe\Church 8- How
or why Scholte had been selected by the Amsterdam publisher to \receive
the books is not }Qmown., It is nlear, however, that Scholte referred to °
de Cock's pamphlet against the "two wolves' who had attacked the "sheep-
fold" mentioned earlier a.nd h}s republ:,:atlon of and -comments about thg
Canons of Dort.g' More to the poipt, the two men became each other's
1. ’ principal mainstay. ' L. Oosfendorp was uncmestioﬁably cor:;eht _when he
1 ’wrotei "So 'heavily were these two to lean upon each other that the
Af.—;cheiding is unthinkable without b'oth and no one can \quite say who
. inspired the other tﬁe more."'lo' - .
: It took almost a year after de Cock's sPspension before his

Ulrum congregation formulated and signed the famous Certificate of

Secession or Restoration (October 3, 1834). It was clearly not a -

step lightly'taken. During the interim period de Cock was not idle;

he wrote much and spoke often. He also had to face increasingly

W - a . W

; ) . 7.‘ Ii)id., p. ‘ﬁ ‘ « * .
. * 8. Keizer, Afscheiding, p. 283. .
. 9. Hendrik de Cock, Besluiten van de Nationale Dordsche, Synode; -

' . gehouden in den jare 1618 en 1619, te Dordrecht. Uitgegeven en met eene

¢ . s vooprede van Hendrik de Cock Gereformeerd. Leeraar te Ulrum (Veenda.m
: 'T‘ E. mllder, 18355 =

1 ' 10. L. Oostendorp, H. P. Scholte- Leader of the Sece551on of 1834
. : *  and Founder of Pella (Fra.neker- T. Wever, 19_655, p._m. ,

. : 'g

|
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bitter opposition., His support, however, grew, as did that of Scholte,

In fact, when the latter, suspended on October 29 for preaching in

9 . ,
Ulrum only one day before the secession theyg occurred, presented his
‘ .

congregation with an Act of Withdrawal on November 1, 1834, ‘some 287

11.

people signed, The Ulrum .certificate bore only 130 signatureé.
. 3 -

There is, however, something remarkable about that document from Ulﬁnn,
as we are about to see,

-

The Certificate of Sevession or Restoration of the Ulrum congre-

gation was signed by three different kinds of supporters. Forty-nine :
signatories, the document indicates, were members of the Ulrum Hervormd
Church., Eighteen others, grouped separately, were said to be/new mem-
ber.é, admitted by the consistory after de Cock's suspension. A ;:hizrd
group, numbexring, sixty-three, were described as "‘...hea;ds of families
-

who are not members but who, with their fa.milieg, wish to join the

Gereformeerde* congregation."ld’ Aside from the fact that some gi'gned

N

i

.for others who could not write—-a Swaan’éje Sygers Bos gigned for seven

others, de Cock's wife for four--and that the handwriting of most was N

extremely clumsy, &e division into three gr‘oups is revealing. As

We eq.ing has ailown, by far the greater bulk of Hervormcf Church niembers

“

+ -~

—

. * de Cock, Hendrik de Cél@,\p. 202. Keizer, Afscheiding,
. copy of the original document in’Appendix, between pages 576 and 577. .
- B . ,“
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other wor};ds to the new 1iberalism which had led ma.ny to becomé

P’
mdlfferent to Chrlstla.nlty and its teachings, a.nd also to the pre-

vailing nwstlc:.sm in the Church which required tﬂxat <those making *
public profession of faith recount publicly the details of their con-

version experience. According to Wesseling this practice caused
§

embarrassment to many a "child of God" and thus tended to (impede the

way to public profession and participation in Holy Co l'on.13 * It

)

« ¢
seems understandable that especially the unsophisticated, poorly

_educated kleine luyden would ra’.ch/er feorget about joining the Church
than have to go through the trauma of addressing their fellows in a
public chui'ch service, It would also seem valid to assume that the

situation prevailing in this traditionally devout northern region

applied in most other areas of the country as welT‘L.

1
]

Mindful, then, of the w:i.dgspread :i,ndifferenée towards the
Church we-mst examine the consequences of the formal secession of
Ulrum and Doeveren. On November 18, .1834, de Cock arrived in the

Groningen town of Smilde, where thirty-eight people had already

seceded,

The next day a new Gereformeerde¥* congregation was.estab-
’ v .

lished there, consisting of seve;rby-six members, almost half,df whon'l/

had come from neigl'gbouring ‘towns and hamlets, Their oefenaar* becqme,/

~
1

\J.'. Dykstra, who had been active in tlla'b capacity in local conventicles

and who had been accepted as a prqfeaéipg. member by the Ulrum gonsis—

¥

»

tory only two days earlier, The new congregation, wrote de Cock's son,
: :

2%

! EY SN ‘
* See glossary ) !
. »~

¢, N

13.. J . Wesseling, De Afscheiding van’ 1834, pp. 22—25. Aecording
to his ‘findings less than 10% of the 5507 baptized members in the Ulrum
district (ring) were full members of ‘the Church, D. 23.

14, : de Cock, Hendrik de Cock, p. 337.
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consisted

«s «primarily of people from the labouriné and insignificant
(geringen) social class, There as well as in,almost all other
localities was the word of the Apostles realized: . Brethren, e
consider your call, that there were not many wise according to.
the flesh, not many mighty, not many noble, I Cor. 1:26,"15.

-

How were objectionls from the local magistrates dealt with? According

to de Cock, Jr.: "...the word of the Apostles 'we must obey God before

. e »
pecple’' was here also mentioned to the Burgomaster, who was invited

\
to witness the proceedings to ascertain that nothing untoward would

16.‘ - n I (] ) ’
oceur, '~ In like manner new secessionist congregations were formed

.

until by the end of 1835 some seventy-one gfgescheiden churches had
come into being, a number which by the end. of 1836 had grown to 128.17’

)» o H., Algra wrote of the "explosive character" of the Afscheiding.1
N . T—

Explosive is hardly the right word. On April 1, 1836, the total number

4

of secesstonists in the whole country was estimated at roughly®™%,000,

w

while perhaps 1,200 more were expected to follow. Of thesettwo groups

re 19.‘

combined no more than 3,500 were believed to be adults, F.L. Bos,

. who edited the material, believed this estimate to be far too J;ow.‘2
Yet ewen if the figures were doubled they would still constitute a(tiny

mino;'ity of the 1,430,000 "'siouls“ then said to be members of the Her-

yormd Chﬁrch.al' Whatever the case, on March 2, 1836, “the leaders of

the Eebaratist movement Reld their first General Synod in Amsterdam

s

-
~

15 mia., p. 337. . SN 2
2% ma, 5 3 - . L
” 17. Algra, Wonder, pp. 120, map., . -
. ..18' Ibid., p. 121, ' , ) i o . .
19+ prchiefstukken, III, p. 182. '
_?O. Ibid., p. 183, note,
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attended by the only five ordained secessionist ministers then active

in the country,., The Gemeente Jesu Christi, later known as the
L ' ’ '
Christelyk Afgescheiden Gereformeerde Kerk, had become an official and

o AT P el ..
irrevocable fact. & .




Conclusion

While the Afseheiding of 1831; ‘was formally the result of ‘a

theo]%i/c,aa/conﬂlct between two young ministers and the State Church,

¥
the movement would not have occurred had it not been for the tradi-

3

tlonallsm of the kleine luyden who supported de Cock and Scholte. .

.

Given the influence of ministers ox@r\rather iscllated churches it is

{ S
not at' all surprising that so few people joined the secessionists. v

—
Hardly any pastors jpined, and those who did were young men the Church

authorities saw fit to suspend because of their rashness. In 1836

_ de Cock at thirty—-five yea.ré of age was the oldest, Scholte was ‘then

) ‘ thirty-one, Meerburg was thirty, Van Velzen twenty-six, Brummelkamp

- v

Since neither the religiods establish-

- and Van Raalte twenty=five.

p ment nor the upper class Révell men decided +to join these young Turks
in their unequal sfruggle, the support they did receive mist be ex-~

plained‘&in terms other than theological. ' -

The oefeningen and gezelsch@ppen, referred to in this study

as conventlcles, had long formed an integral part of religious life in
the Netherlands. 'I‘he rather brutal mterventlon of the State in Church
- ’ affairs, exprgssed in the draconian General Regu\.léation of 1816, only
w _— served to encourage 4 more widespread particii)a}:ion in this tradition,

especially by those for whom Christianity was rapidly becoming the-

-

only source of succor in an increasingly impoverisghed. Bociety, °¢

L. A, Van der Meiden, De Zwa.rte-Kousen ‘Kerken (Utrecht:-
\Amboboeken, 1968), p. 136

~
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It is an open quest:ion whether or not the Afscheiding would
have received tﬁe support it did. ﬁad‘ not*the authorities made such
a‘persistent a;ctenlpt‘to impede the peaceful e}éistence of ke people's
acquired right to meet in i)rivate ‘homeé “for religious \purpos;es. Wilen,
however, two ordained ministers of the Gospel began again to preach:

the Word of God as it was still being heard in many of these conven-

ticles thfa kleine luyden who met there began to leoK to them for

guidance, How else is it to be explained that softe seventy groups

chose to associate themselves with de Cock and Scholte during 18352

From the tables prepargd for the Ministry of Worship

°

it becomes_
obvious that in fery few instances did entire congregations secede
from the Church. Mei)pel: twenty-two members; Kolderveen: thirteen;

' ) ' @ .
Nyeveen: eight; Vled?!er: twenty; Diever: twenty; Dwingelo: thirty-five;
o N 3

3.

and so it continues p::lgg after page. It is difficul‘b to escape the

conclusion that these small groups were in fact established conventicles
/ : .
whosé members had begun to feel detached from the Church, who resented

the higuh-ha.nded measures adopted by a govérnment consisting almost
exclusively of well-to-do p;aople.

The Afscheiding of 1834 was both a bona-fide religious movemexft
and & social one., Da Costa, Groen van Prinsterer, the brothers
Hoogendorp, Messchert, de Clercq, Réveil .merfﬂ’aall, concerned about and
hostile to the spiri.t of their age, remainéd witginLthe Church, at-

7 o

tempting to reform it from within. The younger, lesg 'experienced,
- h ' )

2o 4
Archiefstukken, III, pp. 157-183.

3- Ibid., p. 181.

. 0~




certaixﬂy'intellectually less formidable secessionist leaders brought

-

upon themselvesg a reaction not even the v1rulent‘ly Oranglst Bilderdyk

ever experlenced Yet the secessmnlsts found an mcreas:v.ng number

of conventicles beco'mi.ﬁg/ﬁuietlfy arrayed behind them in defiance of
’ both government and public pressure, it was a support inspired by a
conbination of *Eradition,,despair, and faith., It proved to be an
. indestructible matrix from v;hich, ultimately, a new denomination
sprang. . ~
il ' »
" . v : .
; } .
; ) ) ' .
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GLOSSARY ' ' ‘
“ . . , )
e aanzienlyken: notables, prominent people, members of the upper .
:' classes ‘
afscheiding:  separation, secession ’

'; . . - ‘armens the poor; in early nineteenth century Holland all those (
| . _ considered not among the aanzienlyken were either referred to
. &s the armen or as the volk. °

&,
%, «

classis: 'name for Protestant dioceses 1n the Netherlands; also
the name for regional assemblfies of ministers and elders
- governing such a diocese

cfasseg: plural form of classis

gegoede stand: the monied or propertied class; also, a.ccordlng
to I, F. Brugmans, an estate more ghan a class, "...held.t
gether more by a lifestyle and reputation than by a high level
of income; impoverished nobility, for mata.nce, also belong%1
- to this group."l. = o, .

g Gereformeerd: the d:l.stinct:.on between gereformeerd a.nd hervormd
" cannot be rendered in English. Reformed is the English term
for both. Gereformeerd is the name which the Dutch Calvinists
of the sixteenth and early seéventeenth centuries adopted for
. the official Church, Hervormd is the milder term which came
> :mto general use in the eighteenth century. The secessionists
. R _ " of the 1830's revived the origihal name and appropriated it.. -
gezelschap. compamr (of- friends), society; in days of the Dutch
} Republlc, informal teach:mg agsemblies or BJ.ble study groups
» . . A

v Hervormd: See Gereformeerd aboye.

". .. kerk: church

kleine luyden: the ord:.nary, comnon*eople- 'the less affluent
merchants and tradesmen, the artisans, small farmex labourers
i

- 4 ©of all kinds, the clergy, teachers, the poor; the gnificant,
> unimportant folk : _ .
'S ‘l_" ) . < ‘ 4
1- M - ) ) ' .
, ‘ I. J. Brugmans, denkracht en Mensenmacht:.Sociaal-

Econom:.sche Geschiedenis m {ederland, 1'8§5-1§Eo Z's Gravenhage:
Mart:ims Nyhoff, 1961), p. 195. . o
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. ‘ ‘; N
\ . .oefemngen. * practices; in religion, lay preachlng sessions, prayer
L, ' » . meetings or Bible study sessions

: )N N

. . 3
. stand: rank, class or estate; see gegoede stand above \ .

P LN a8\

R

volk: the common people- the non-enfranchised dabouring classes;
. the poor -
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